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ADVERTISEMENT. 

CORRY am I to revive thoſe unhappy dif- 
putes which have divided Chriſtians into 
Cakvinifts and Arminians, and occaſioned ſo ma- 
ny 18 reflections on both ſides: how- 


ever, it is eaſy to ſee that I am laid under a 
neceſſity to offer ſomewhat in my own vin» 


dication, as I reckon myſelf injured by the 
conduct of the ſynod, which, together with 
the endeavours of ſome of its members 


lince its laſt meeting, — muſt have had no. 


ſmall influence to raiſe ſuſpicions of my ſound- 
neſs in the faith, in the minds of many. 
This, it is evident, cannot be done, without 
ſhewing what, according to my judgment, the 


principles of the Efay on Liberty and Neceſfuty 


are, as my character is evidently connected 
therewith. Theſe principles will be found 
near the end of this performance. I have of- 
fered no other reaſon for my opinion, but the 
declaration of the author, who certainly knows 
what principles he propoſed to maintain in 
that eſſay, better than any other man can 
know. However, if occaſion require it, I 
ſhall give other reaſons for my opinion after- 
wards, / 


In the mean time, the reader is deſired to 
obſerve, that the ſecond edition of that book 
only is the ſubject of diſpute. In the firſt, 
the author had unwarily ſlipt into ſome er- 

A 2 rors, 


1 
rors, which (to his honour) he willingly acknow- 
ledges, and ingenuouſly renounces inthe ſecond. 

In that former edition too, he uſes expreſſions 
too ſtrong, and perhaps leſs cautious than 
what was neceſſary in writing on ſuch a cri- 
tical point; although I impute this entirely to 
the full conviction he had of the truth of = 
doctrines he contends for. 


I HAvE added the Eſſay on Excommunication, 
not only becauſe of its connection with the page: 
preceding it, but alſo that I may poſſibly con- 
vince the people under the info pection of the 
ſynod— of the injuſtice of the ſentence paſſed 
againſt many worthy miniſters, who could 
not ſee it their duty to make the burgeſs-oath 
a term of Chriſtian communion, Glad ſhould 
I be too, if the ſynod will fee the abſurdity of 
uſing. a cenſure which Chriſt never deſigned 
ſhould. continue in his church after the Apo- 
ſtolic age. But although the obſtinacy of bi- 
gotry ſhould render my endeavours fruitleſs, 
I ſhall ſtill have the pleaſing reflection of ha- 
ving done for the good of that ſociety what! 
judged my- duty, and of having followed 
truth where: ever ſhe led. 
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LL ſcripture is given by inſpiration of God, 
A and is profitable for correction, reproof, 
&c. The various kinds of reproof or cen- 

ſure, and the various caſes in which it is to be ap- 
plied, -are clearly aſcertained in the New Teſta- 
ment: and ſo long as we adhere to ſcripture-rules, 
we may expect that, in moſt caſes, the application 
of cenſure ſhall be attended with ſacceſs. Where- - 
2 if we venture to invert the order of nature, or 
the method which God has preſcribed, and pro- 
ceed to throw out our bulls and anathemas at ran- 
dom, we are ſure we ſhall throw them in vain. If 


perſonal prejudice, envy, and blind fury, ſhall reach 


the ſtroke ; inſtead of reclaiming, it will only ſerve 

to irritate the mind of the ſufferer, and tempt him 

to return it with redoubled violence upon the head 

of the aggreſſor. God's inſtitutions will only be 

countenanced, when managed in the way he hath 
inted. 

The rules of ſcripture and the rules of nature 
correſpond in many inſtances. Experience teaches 
us, that if a father occupy the rod on every tri- 
fling occaſion, and whip his ſon for every little 
<7 blunder ; 


6 

blunder ; correction, far from reaching its end, 
will only ſerve to harden the child, and render 
him more untractable. Inured to the laſh, he will 
ſoon deſpiſe it ; or through deſpair of eſcaping it, 
he will ruſh into wickedneſs, that he may be ſure to 
deſerveit. Spiritual fathers too would do well not 
to provoke their children to wrath by miſapplied 
cenſures ; but to train them up by the Lord's ad- 
monitions, or by admonitions in love. Eſpecially 
the higheſt cenſure ſhould never be applied, but 
for the moſt weighty reaſon ; and ever in the ſpirit 
of meekneſs, ſince the cenſors themſelves are alſo 
in the body. a 

As every man is endued with reaſon, and hath 
the rules for church - cenſure ſo clearly ſet before 
him in the New Teſtament ; — when under cenſure, 
it is ſurely his duty, not to believe himſelf guilty, 
or deſerving ſuch a degree of cenſure, merely be- 
cauſe the clergy would have it ſo, — but to exa- 
mine his own heart, according to the rules of the 
word, that ſo he may diſcern the juſtice or inju- 
ſtice of his ſentence. If it appears unjuſt, it is 
ſurely neceſſary to acquaint the world with the rea- 
ſons why -he! thinks it ſo; that ſo the general o- 
dium thrown upon him may be, ſo far as poſſible, 
wiped away. Since, then, a body of men I was 
Jo lately connected with, have ventured to excom- 
municate me from their communion,— which pro- 
cedure I have proteſted againſt, it is ſurely reaſon- 
able that I ſhould give the world a genuine account 
of the grounds of the cenſure, and the reaſons of 
my proteſt againſt it. | 


Tux ground of the ſentence is as follows. 

Ground. The ſynod having found that Mr Pi- 
rie recommended to ſome of his lads, — an eſ- 
«. fay on liberty and neceſſity, as a mode] whereon 
to form their ſentiments on that ſubject; in 
* which eſſay the ſynod find doctrines which tend 
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« toatheiſmand * ſuch as, That God is the 
« author of ſin; There is no praiſe or blame in hu- 
« man actions, no rewards or puniſhments ; There 
« js no original ſin, nor has man fallen; and having 
« found no ſatisfaction, they agreed to rebuke, 
« ſuſpend, and excommunicate him.” 

The eflay here mentioned, is. an eflay in a book, 
intitled, Eſſays on morality and natural religion, 
which is generally aſcribed to Lord Kames : a book 
which has been the ſubject of much controverſy al- 
ready, and ſeems to continue ſo {till : —a book 
which moſt well-meaning people. have always been 
Afraid of, becauſe they have not underſtood it, be- 
ing wrote in a philoſophical ſtyle, and intended 
only for the peruſal of philoſophers ; whereas peo- 
ple of ſenſe, judgment, and candour, have eſteem- 
ed it the more, the more attentively they have read 
it, Nor are there few ſuch among the Seceders, 
however contemptible they generally appear. 

Having ſhown the ground of the ſentence, I pro- 
ceed to offer my reaſons for proteſting againſt it : 
and I humbly think, both the matter and manner 
of the ſentence furniſh me with theſe abundantly. 

1/2, I ſuppoſe the matter of it is not ſufficient 
for this, nor any other cenſure; becauſe, 1/7, as I 
hope afterwards to make appear, — no ſuch errors 
xe to be found in the eſſay, nor in any other part of 
the book. A Reverend father, indeed, had fo 
much penetration, as to accuſe the book of error 
before he read it; and therefore when he had, the 
night before the ſentence was paſſed, — read a few 
leaves of it curſorily, when he came again before 
the ſynod, he behoved, for his own honour, to find 
ſome errors in it. But how ? By fair reaſoning ? 
The very contrary : by far-fetched arguments, ſtrain- 
ed inferences, and ill- connected conſequences, 
drawn from propoſitions, in which no man of ſenſe, 
candour, or the leaſt tincture of the Chriſtian tem- 
per, could have ſeen them. But, ſure, to condemn 
i, | a 


a man, or his. book A after that manner, can 
never be juſtified in any court under heaven, unleG 
perhaps among the Ghoſtly Fathers of the inquiſi- 
tion. | 

In order to prove the eſlay erroneous, it was al. 
ledged by the ſynod, that the author of it is a Deiſt, 
and an Atheiſt. I anſwer, it is impoſſible he can 
be both. a Deiſt and an Atheiſt at the ſame time, 
more than he can be both a Deiſt and a Chriſtian. 
Beſides, to ſay that a man is an Atheiſt, who thro' 
his whole book ſuppoſes, and in one part of it 
proves the being of a God, is ſuch a breach of cha- 
rity, as I bluſh to name. Nor is it leſs abſurd 
to call a man a Deiſt without any evidence. He 
ordinarily attends on the ordinances of Chriſt's in- 
ſtitution; nor is there any ſentence in all his wri- 
tings unfavourable to revelation. If he is a Deiſt 
in his private ſentiments, I cannot tell; if he is ſo, 
then the god of this world has blinded his mind; 
for if the goſpel be hid, it is hid to thoſe who are 
loſt, or who will not perceive the ſtrongeſt light 
of evidence, when ſhining around them. — But 1 
never could forgive myſelf, if I called any man a 
Deiſt, without any evidence whatever. Fudge not, 
fays our Lord, that ye be not judged. Moreover, 
I make not the character of the author the ſtan- 
dard of my judgment: I conſider the doctrines 
therein delivered ; — if ſound, I embrace them ; if 
_ erroneous, I reject them. There is a vaſt differ- 
ence between a book wrote by a Deiſt, and a Deiſti- 
cal book. A Deiſt may be as good a philoſopher 
as a Chriſtian. Lord Kames's eſſays are wholly 
philoſophical, and if any ſentence in them has any 
tendency to Deiſm, it has eſcaped my eye. Ei- 
ther a Deiſt or a Chriſtian might have wrote the eſ- 
fays, as the philoſophy of Deiſts and of Chriſtians 
is the ſame. Natural religion is not oppoſed to 
revealed; the latter only ſupplies the defects of the 
former, by ſhewing the ſalvation through 155 
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which cannot be known by the light of nature; As 
to the reſt of the arguments which the ſynod uſed 
againſt the eſſays, I ſhall ſay nothing of them at pre- 
ſent, for the reaſon mentioned afterwards. 

2dly, Whatever errors ſhall be found in that eſ- 
ſay, none of them can be charged againſt me. When 
[was interrogate, Hhether 1 ſaw errors in that 
jay * I anſwered in the negative. I was told 

n that the ſynod found errors in it, and how 
could I ſet up my judgment againſt the judgment 
of fo many? I anſwered, That I did not ſet up my 
judgment in oppoſition to the judgment of any 
man; for I do not ſay that there are no errors in 
it, I only affirm that I faw none when I read the 
book. After the ſynod had ſhewed me ſome paſ- 
ſages which they judged erroneous; I told them, 
that I rejected theſe errors where-ever they were, but 
could not ſee how theſe paſſages could bear that 
meaning. I added, that I heartily agreed with the 
principles of Calvin on that head, which the ſynod 
themſelves eſpouſe : ſo that the ſynod and I agree 
in our principles about truth and error, and only 
differ in our ſentiments about a book. — Some, per- 
taps, think that it was impudent in me to oppoſe 
{ many; but ſure it was no impudence to anſwer 
a queſtion according to truth. As the queſtion 
was, Do you fee any errors in- that eſfay ?” if I 
had anſwered in the affirmative, I behoved to have 
made a lie; which would have been “not only im- 
* pudent but wicked.” Beſides, I did not aſſert 
that my ſentiments were juſt, but only ſhewed what 
they were. After all, it is ſurely moſt probable 
that my views of it may be juſt, as I had read the 
book at leaſt five or ſix times, with all the atten- 
tion I was maſter of, and few members of the ſy- 
nod had ever read it, and thoſe who had read it, 
owned they peruſed it curſorily, and, I have reaſon 
to add; with prejudice againſt it. 20 
zZuly, As to my recommendling that book to my 
4 | B | pupils, ; 


pupils, the matter was thus. I never ſpoke of it 
in the claſs, fo far as I remember; but one day two 
of my pupils, in a converſation 'at my own room, 
expreſſed their difficulty about the doctrine of Li- 
berty and Neceſſity. I told them I had read an 
eſſay on that ſubject, wrote by one Home, which 
I reckoned» the beit defence of Calvin's doctrine 
that ever J had ſeen in Engliſh. How far then J 
can be blamed for recommending a book, which 1 
reckoned my duty to recommend, after the moſt 
accurate peruſal, I cannot ſee. It is perhaps owing 
to my want of penetration, that I could not find 

thoſe errors, after a moſt diligent ſearch, which the 
ſynod found in it before they read it: but a natu- 
ral weakneſs cannot be reckoned criminal; nor can 
any man be blamed for doing his duty, according 
to the light God has given him, provided that if 
he be in a miſtake, he be ready afterwards to own 
ite It was alledged, that this eſſay was very intri- 
cate and abſtruſe ; and conſequently unfit for the 
peruſal of youth. To this I anſwer, The ſynod, it 
ſeems, thought otherwiſe, when they ſaw the au- 
thor's ſcheme before they read the effay. Howes 
ver, as the ſubject is abſtruſe, demanding the ut- 
moſt {tretch of the human underſtanding, the rea- 
ſoning muſt neceſſarily take a tincture of the ſub- 
jet; but that it is ſuſficiently perſpicuous to any 
mind poſſeſſed of a freedom of thought, and any 
juſt taſte of true philoſophy, I believe none will 
deny: although indeed it may appear dark and un- 
"intelligible to men of a narrow or perverted edu- 
cation, whoſe minds are only capable of being 
charmed with the jargon of Ariſtotle, and the 
 quiddities and quoddities of metaphyſics. It was 
aſſerted again, that there are errors in other eſſays 
in the book; and of conſequence it was dangerous 
to recommend it to youth. I affirm on the other 
hand, that if there be ſuch, I never yet faw them. 
The ſynod-clerk indeed, with his ordinary aſſu- 
A | Trance, 


E | 
rance, alledged, that the author aſſerts that Adam 


was a ſavage; but I ſuppoſe no man had ever the 
ſagacity to diſcern this error but himielf. Mr Gib 


reckons theſe two aſſertions errors: Tiere is am 


ral ſenſe; We cannot prove from reaſon that the 
world is not eternal, But that the former is a 
truth, or that every man hath an inward ſenſe, 
which fits as judge, by accuſing or excuſing all his 
actions, — is evident both from the experience of 
all mankind, and alſo from ſcripture *. 


we have a ſtronger conviction of its temporary na- 
ture, than reaſon can poſſibly afford us. Aſter all, 
if this be an error, then the Apoſtle Paul muſt be 
in an error alſo; for he aſſerts (Heb. xi. 3.) By faith, 
and not by reafon, Te underſtand that the worlds 
were framed by the word of God, &c. 


-"4thly, In the ground of the excommunication, 


it is alledged, that I gave no ſatisfaction. Perhaps no- 
thing could fatisfy the ſynod but my excommuni- 
cation; for if any thing leſs could have done, 1am 
ſure no man was ever more willing to give fatif- 
faction. I owned, that if I had ſeen any thing con- 
trary to Calviniſm in that eſſay, or had known that 
any perſon in our communion would have been 


offended at it, —I would never have recommended 


it. I declared, that, for the fake of peace, although 
Ifaw no error in it myſelf, yet becauſe the {ynod 
ſees errors in it, I ſhould diſclaim the book, and 
adviſe any one that ſpoke with me about it, not to 
read it. I declared my abhorrence of every doc- 
trine contrary to the ſynod's known principles: 
only I deſired them not to inſiſt that I ſhould make 
alie, by ſaying that I ſaw error, where I never far it. 
if any man could give more ſatisfaction, I leave the 
world to judge. 

The ſum then of the evidenge againſt me is, — I 


* Rom. ii. 14. 15. 


As to the. 


ſecond, if we know by intuition that the world is 
not eternal, (which the author aſſerts), then ſurely 
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recommended a book, which, I think, contains the 
doctrine of Calvin; and I differ from the ſynod a- 
bout the orthodoxy of the book ; but if they could 
ſhew me any error in it, I am willing to hear them, 
The charge amounts to no more. How then I can 


be reckoned the object of excommunication, I know 


not. According to ſcripture, none are ſuch, but 
either ſcandalous or heretical perſons, and ſuch on- 
ly if obſtinate: but neither ſcandal nor error am 1 
charged with. I only judged that the eſſay con- 
tains the known principles of the ſynod ; but if it 
does not, I reject it as heartily as any man. If the 
prejudices of the clergy are to rule their conduct, 
no doubt they may - excommunicate whom they 
pleaſe. And indeed when men meet together with 
an excommunicating ſpirit, any thing can be made 
a ground of excommunication. - Witneſs the G— 
———$, who excommunicated a man lately, becauſe 
he was ſo complaiſant as to offer a pinch to one un- 
der that ſentence. Whereas if men aſſemble 
with the ſpirit of. Jeſus,— of love and meeknels, 
then love will cover a multitude of failings and 
weakneſſes. 

Had I been dealt with in the ſpirit of candour, or 
even of juſtice itſelf, I never could have been con- 
demned for recommending a book to my pupils 
which I reckoned ſound, even although I had been 
afterwards convinced that there were errors in it. 
Candour would have imputed it either to a weakneſs 
of judgment, or the want of due attention in per- 
uſing the book, Upon this ſuppoſition, I would 
have been deſired to diſclaim thefe errors when con- 
victed of them, and to ſhew my pupils how far 1 
had erred. Nothing can be more odd, than that a 
man ſhould be excommunicate for a weakneſs of 
judgment, as if we had not all of us our peculiar 
weaknefles. Failings and infirmities are the appen- 
dages of human nature in her preſent ſtate. And, 

| | gn SINCE 


Since we all, the wiſeſt of us, err, 
Sure tis the greateſt fault to be ſevere. 


Ready are we to diſcern the mote in our brother's 
eye, before we diſcern the beam in our own. It is 
well known, that the Aſſociate Synod recommend 
our old Latin ſyſtems of divinity, Pool's Anno- 
tations, Oc. many of which contain legal doctrines, 
and ſeem not to give any diſtin& account of ſeveral 
kading truths in the Chriſtian ſyſtem. Until The 
marrow of modern divinity, and Boſton's View of the 
covenant of grace, appeared, the Arminian doctrine 
too much prevailed among all ſorts of Chriſtians. 
lt would have been ſtrange, no doubt, to have 
ſeen every member of the ſynod excommunicating 
his brother for recommending theſe books ; yet it 
would have been no more abſurd, than to have ſeen 
them excommunicating me for recommending Lord 
Kames's Eſſay, even upon ſuppoſition there are 
errors in it. But if the doctrines of Calvin ſhall on- 
be found in it, (as I dare ſay will be the caſe), 
bow abſurd the excommunication appears, words 
ail to expreſs. | | , 

But that this was only the pretended ground of 
the ſentence, I think may be olain to every one, e- 
ſpecially if he conſiders what follows. Moſt part 
of- the ſynod knew, that I had recommended this 
dook more than a twelvemonth ago ; yet theſe very 
men were moſt active in appointing me to go to A 
merica to preach the goſpel. Now, like tranſub- 
ſtantiation, it will not believe at any rate, that 
men, ' ſeemingly ſo zealous againſt error, would 
have pointed me as a miſſionary to preach Jeſus 
n thoſe remote corners of the earth, if they had ſo 
much. as ſuſpected that my recommendation of 
Lord Kdmes's book was any preſumption of my he- 
terodoxy. If it had, it muſt ſeem very ſtrange that 
was never ſo much as accuſed for it, till they ſaw 
| was not in health to go to America. * of 

) | that, 


I 
that, a Reverend father aſſured me, by a letter, that q 
the ſynod had not the leaſt ſuſpicion of my unſound. ll \* 
neſs in principles. What then were the real rea- 
ſons of the ſentence, I ſhall not ſay. People talk of 
ſeveral, which I ſhall not mention. However, 5 
this eſſay was a ſpecious pretext to cover ill deſigns he 
againſt me; as they knew nothing was ſo likely to 
render me odious to common people, as to repre- i ,, 
ſent me as adhering to a book, which contains (if 
we will believe them) ſuch groſs errors. O prieſt- 
craft! 'prieſt-craft !- i 
2aly, The manner in which the affair was mana- of 
, furniſhes me with abundance of reaſon for my i i 
proteſt. I blame its irregularity, ſuddenne/ſs, ab. 


Jurdity, uncharitableneſs, ſcandalouſneſs, and un- I ,, 
precedentedneſs, br, 

1. The procedure was altogether irregular and WW n 
antiſcriptural. No rule is more plain than that of WW fer 


our Lord: If thy brother ſhall treſpaſs againſl 
thee, go and tell him his fault between thee and 
him alone, G. Far from obſerving this rule, 
none of them ever ſo much as ſignified his diſplea- 
ſure with me on the aforementioned account, nor 
alledged that they judged me in the wrong. Two 
fathers indeed aſked me, if I had recommended that 
book ? but did not ſignify any diſpleaſure at me for 
ſo doing, as they knew nothing about the book.— 
I might at leaſt have expected to have been called 
before a preſbytery, ere 1 was called to anſwer be- 
fore the higheſt court in the Seceſſion. It was, more- 
over, undoubtedly hard to take me at a difadvan- 
tage, by. queſtioning me about a book I had not a- 
long with me at the ſynod; nor had I read it for 
near two years before; neither knew I what they 
alledged againſt that eſſay, till that meeting of - 
nod at which the cenſure was inflicted. No libel 
was formed againſt me, nor were due pains uſed 
to diſcover the errors which they pretend to have ¶ © 


diſcovered in that eflay.—— But when we deſign r min 
| a 
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do a thing, whether it be right or wrong, it is ſure- 
ly beſt to take the ſhorteſt way to carry it into exe- 
cution. For if we would reclaim a brother by our 
Lord's rule, we muſt proceed by a ſlow method. 
Every gentle mean muſt be uſed: patience and for- 
bearance in love muſt be exerciſed, before we pro- 
ceed to throw him out of the church. If then they 
had walked according to this rule, their end could 
not have been gained. | 

If we go out of God's way in managing God's 
inſtitution, we need not be ſurpriſed at our want 
of ſucceſs. An affair of this kind, which begins 
ill, can ſcarce be ſuppoſed to end well. One great 
reaſon why church-cenſures are ſo ſeldom of uſe, 
and do ſo much hurt ſo frequently, is, becauſe the 
brother offended ſeldom uſes gentle and private 
means to reclaim the brother offending. The of- 
fence is immediately publiſhed ; the church is in- 
formed, and the offender expoſed. Yet when the 
oftence is examined, it is often found either no- 
thing, or at moſt of very {mall conſequence. Cen- 
ſure in this caſe irritates the offender, and is ready 
to call forth his reſentment the firſt occaſion. 
teuds, diſcords, ſtrifes, and envyings, are thus 
created ; and the ſpirit of love and meekneſs, —the 
characteriſtic of Chriſtians, baniſhed. 

2. The ſuddenneſs of their procedure is next 
to be blamed. I never was cfted before any court, 
nor was I ever challenged, till that meeting at 
which I was excommunicated. On Tueſday even- 
ing ſome ſhort time was ſpent in vain jangling about 
the eſſay; but as the ſynod had not read the eſſay, 
they could only alledge that ſome errors were in it, 
but they knew not well where to find them. I told 
them I never ſaw thoſe errors in it, but declared 
my readineſs to renounce all thoſe errors where-ever 
they were: Next day I was before the committee 


df overtures,— the one half of the ſynod, about five 
minutes. I was aſked, If I had changed my wore 
| | 0 
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of the effiy? 1 fer in the negative: And 
| how could I change my views of it, ſeeing I had 
not the book with me, and ſo could not examine 
it? On Thurſday the ſame queſtion was put to me, 
which received the ſame anſwer. Mr Gib, who 
the night before had read the eſſay, and never be- 
fore, — upon this began to cull out ſome ſentences 
here and there, which he repreſented as implying 
the groſſeſt errors. By ſtrained inferences and ill. 
connected conſequences, he endeavoured, with all 
the eloquence he was maſter of,—to ſet up the book 
as an object of deteſtation, that ſo the prejudices 
already ſown in the minds of the weak illiterate au- 
dience, might ſtrike their roots the deeper, and ſo 
the excominunication — proceed the eaſier, 
After this, with great difficulty, I was permitted 
to tell what view I had of the book now. I alled- 
, that I perceived ſome ſentences, which, taken 
eparately, might either bear a ſound or unſound 
meaning; but as I had always conſidered theſe ſen- 


tences in connection with the author's reaſoning 


through the whole eſſay, I could not, after all that 
Mr Gib (i. e. the ſynod) had advanced, diſcern 
theſe errors in the eſſay. I added, that where-ever 
theſe errors could be found, I condemned them; 
but, unleſs I would contradict conſcience, I could 
not ſay that I perceived them there. I told them 
beſides, that ſince they alledged that they viewed 
the book- in that light,— for the ſake of peace, | 
was willing never to recommend that book; but if 
any ſpoke of it to me, I ſhould tell them that they 
- ought not to read it. After this I proceeded to 
ſhew in what ſenſe I had underſtood the firſt paſ- 
ſage objected to; which ſenſe the ſynod owned was 
ſound. However, I was allowed to proceed no far- 
ther, leſt perhaps I ſhould have ſhewn the falſity ol 
Mr Gib's reaſoning. I was then ordered to fit 
down, and the cry roſe, Proceed to cenſure.— 
When we paſſionately wiſh for any object, ever) 
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moment lengthens into an hour till we poſſeſs it: 
We ruſh to the enjoyment of it by the ſhorteſt, al- 
though by a forbidden path. Eſpecially we run 
quickly when ſpurred on by bigotry, prejudice, en- 
yy; and rage. 718 9 
3 I proteſted againſt the abſurdity of the pro- 
cedure.. Abſurd it will ſurely. appear in two re- 
ſpects. 1/7, Few of the members had ever read 
that book; and thoſe who had read it, peruſed 
it with little attention, and with prejudice againſt 
it. No wonder if we find errors in any book when 
we fit down to read it in full expectation of find- 
ing errors in it. Some others had read a few pages 
of it; but the moſt part had never ſeen it. ] re- 
member a Reverend father told me he was preju- 
diced 'agajnſt Mr Hutchiſon's Synop/rs, &c. before 
led- WF it was publiſhed. It no doubt argues an unchari- 
ken W table diſpoſition to entertain prejudice againſt any 
und WF man's writings before we peruſe them; but I ne- 
ſen- ¶ ver heard that any men whatever condemned a man 
ung WF becauſe he could not ſee errors in a book which 
that W they never ſaw. The abſurdity of this is inexpreſ- 
ern WW ſible; 24ly, Near the one half of the ſynod conſiſt- 
ver ed of elders; — men of plain common ſenſe, but 
m; endowed with no learning, depth of knowledge, r 
ull WF underſtanding. Not one of them had ever {ea 
em WF that performance; and as few of them were capa- 
vel W ble of judging of it ſoundly, although they had. 
, IF Such is the abſtruſeneſs of its ſubjects, and ſo phi- 
t if Joſophical its ſtyle, —that it is by no means adapted 
hey to vulgar underſtandings ; nor even to many clergy- 
to men, whoſe underſtandings ſcarce reach inch-high 
al-W above the vulgar: Deſigned as it was for men of 
vas learning and contemplation, myſt it not appear 
ar-W more than abſurd, that illiterate men ſhould ven- 

oF ture ſolemnly to condemn it, and me too, becauſe I 
ſit could not ſee it with Mr Gib's eyes! Stranger 
— ill ! chat a number of clergy, — pretenders at leaſt 


en to learning, ſhould not ſee this abſurdity, and pre- 
. EC vent 
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vent it. And to add to the oddity, only two of them 
all had ſo much common ſenſe as to refuſe to vote. 

4. The affair was managed with the moſt uncha- 
ritable ſpirit. Jeſus, by Paul, orders us to uſe 
meekneſs, when endeavouring to reſtore an offend- 
ing brother x. But it is ſtrange how far men, the 
clergy eſpecially, deviate from this general rule, 
when they come to apply it to particular caſes, 
This was exemplified in my caſe. Nothing was 
diſcernible but the ſpirit of rancour and envy in all 
their dealings with me. When I told them I ſay 
no errors in the eſſay, —my judgment was farcaſti. 
cally upbraided. It behoved to be extremely weak, 
for a child of eight years old might have ſeen er- 
rors in it. [We ordinarily obſerve that weakneſ; 
in others, which we have ourſelves]. It was 
thought ſtrange by another, that I ſhould not ſee 
errors, where he ſaw them at the firſt view; yea, 
he diſcerned: things contrary to common ſenſe. 
Klee are fond of any opportunity to exalt our- 
ſelves ]. Another voted for the excommunication, 
becauſe, as I had recommended that eſſay, —I had 
ſurely taught all the errors in it. [All indeed that 
1faw; that js, none]. When I alledged, that! 
believed a certain doctrine firmly, and yet I had not 
ſeen an objection againſt it fully anſwered ; — I was 
rediculed, and ſneered at in an odious manner. A 
Keverend Father could not underſtand how any 
could believe a doctrine, while they could not an- 
ſwer all the objections againſt it: as if there were 
not ten thouſand Chriſtians, who believe the doc- 


trines of Chriſtianity as firmly as this father does, 


yet cannot anſwer all objections which may be rai- 
ſed againſt them. I add, there is a doctrine aſſert- 


ed by Paul, (Rom. ix. 19.); againſt which an objec- 


tion is raiſed, which he does not pretend to anſwer, 


but reſolves all into God's ſovereignty. — He 


could not believe I was a Calviniſt, while I faid 1 


fa nothing contrary to Calvin's ſcheme in the 


© Gal. vi. 1. s eſſay. 
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effay, - But it is that his belief can neither 
make me a Calviniſt, nor an Arminia. 
The rancour with which this affair was condut+ 
ed appears the more uncharitable, when my cir- 
cumſtances at that time are conſidered. I had la- 
boured aſſiduouſſy for the improvement of my own 
mind,. and the minds of others ; and for advancing 
the intereſts of the ſociety to which I belonged ; — 
fill I was overtaken by a violent nervous diſorder, 
which reduced me very low. Some time before, 
nd at the meeting of the ſynod eſpecially, I was 
under ſuch affliction as even an enemy would have 
ned ; — however, it ſeems, no ſympathy could 
ſhewn me by the ſynod, but by throwing me 
out. of bread, and from the church at the ſame 
time, without ſhewing the leaſt concern about me 
in either reſpect. When prejudice and ill- nature 
ſour the temper, the tender mercies of men are 
cruel. Sure had men the ſpirit of Jeſus within 
them, —the ſpirit which breathes in the New Teſta- 
ment, ſome of its fruits behoved to appear in their 
ations : they behoved to diſcover ſome degree of 
love, peace, long-ſuffering, gentleneſs, goodneſs, 
meekneſs, &c. Then they would be convinced, 
that, inſtead of having any authority to call their 
brethren to their bar, to abuſe them with ill-lan- 
nage, and ſet them up as objects for the hand of 
ſcorn to point at, they ought to deal with them 
as they would with to be dealt with in like circum- 
ſtances, — knowing that they are alſo in the body, 
and as liable to err as others. | 
5. When men . a ſpirit of ill- nature, 
this eaſily runs up into a ſpirit of lying. A number 
of lies, —forged to blacken my character, — had been 
induſtriouſly propagated by the clergy, a long time 
before the ſynod : it was no wonder then although 
this lying ſpirit breathed againſt me at it. I ſhall 


Not recite them at preſent, as it cauld ſerve no 


good end. I ſhall only add,—Sin is a reproach to 


any 


— 
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any people, but 1 : to Aha of the goſpel. 1 
Would men but think before they ſpeak, and en.  & 
Mm 
ne 


deavour to maintain a mind unruffled by paſſion 

and prejudice, —how much ſin might be avoided, 
and how many inconſiſtencies of conduct might be m 
pr evented! fl 

6. The conduct Was altogether unprecedeit. to 

ed. Never was a man excommunicate for differing kc 

from his brethren in his ſentiments about a book, ll cc 
while they owned, that if his view. of the book was ha 
Juſt, then the book was ſound. Nor was it ever ll T! 
vi 

W 

tic 


keard of, that a book was condemned before it was 
read, and a man condemned unheard. Unheard 
I call it; becauſe after Mr Gib's expofition of 
the eſſay, I was not allowed to ſhew the falſity of Ml fo 
his reaſoning, or to. ſhew why I judged the eſſay i to 
ſound. The raſhneſs of the procedure too is ob- ¶ th 
vious to eyery one. The church of Scotland, and be 
even the Seceders, have always uſed a more cau- Il re 
tious method, Libels were formed, and queſtions MW 
put to the ſuſpected parties ; —all long-ſuffering I co 
was uſed, and time given them from one year to i de 
another, —to conſider the matter duly, that, if poſ- ¶ ch 
ſible, they might be convinced of their error. In IM 
Mr Robert Carmichael's caſe, one would think they Wl tle 
were near as haſty : but it muſt be remembered, Il th 
that he openly declared himſelf of the Glaſſite per- fo 
ſuaſion; and told the preſbytery, that he did not WM fn 
deſire them to delay his cenſure any longer. Yet, I tal 
even then, they did not excommunicate him, but m 
only ſuſpended him from the exerciſe of his mini- the 
{try. Nor, I believe, was it ever heard of, that 2 © 
man was laid under the ſentence of the leſſer ex- IN we 
communication, without any propoſal made for u- N 
ſing means to reclaim him. Although Mr Carmi- + 
chael had joined the Glaſſites, and came and read I of 
per before the ſynod, denying the whole ſyſtem I ec 
[7 1 . rinciples they had eſpouſed; yet (till they re- I 
faledt to excommunicate him, until they uſed more for 
means 


toning upon the ſubject: but as I ſuppoſe no man 
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means to reclaim him. Accordingly they appoint 
ed 7a- committee for this purpoſe to meet ſome 
months after, and delayed all farther proceſs till 
next ſynod. But no means were uſed to reclaim 


me; nor was I ſo much as deſired to ſpeak with a- 


ny of the miniſters upon that ſubject. There ſeems 
to be four reaſons for this conduct: 1/7, They rec- 
koned as I was not an ordained miniſter, (and ſo 
could do them little harm, as they imagined), I 
had no claim to the common rules of juſtice. ' 2dly, 
They knew I was in no- error, for they owned 
view I had of the book was ſound. | 3dly, They 
were in ſuch a hurry to forward the excommunica- 
tion, that they had no time to think about means 
for reclaiming me. 4thly, They ſeemed all along + 
to ſeek an opportunity for throwing me out from 
their communion entirely; —it would then have 
been altogether vain to have appointed means for 
reſtoring me to it again. 
Tunderſtand the members generally excuſe their 
conduct from the length of time they ſpent in en- 
deavouring to convince me- of the heterodoxy of 
the eſſay, and yet after all, I would not own that I 
aw theſe errors. As for the length of time, it lit- 
tle exceeded two hours: but I am ready to fhow, 
that T was by no means obſtinate in adhering to my 
former view of the book, after all the pains the 
nod uſed with me to convince me 1 miſ- 
take. No man ſhould change his view of a book, 
merely becauſe a ſynod fays it is not juſt, unleſs 
they alſo produce reaſons or arguments ſufficient to 
convince him that it is ſo. But that none ſuch 
were produced by the ſynod, 7. e. Mr Gib, I am 
ready to make appear. 

I had once formed a deſign to ſelect the ſentences 
of the eſſay from which Mr Gib deduced ſuch con- 


ſequences as are related in the ground of the ſen- 


fence, and to give the world an account of his rea- 


of 


a 

of ſenſe could believe that he could draw ſuch wild 
' conſequences. from theſe ſentences;— and leſt too 
Mr Gib ſhould: alledge, that I have dealt unfairly 
with his reaſonings, as I cannot propoſe to remem. ll 
ber a diſcourſe of three quarters of an hour, —- 1! 
ſhall forego this taſk at preſent, and challenge Mr 
Gib to publiſh it to the world, that ſo 1 may have | 
an opportunity of ſhewing the reaſons why J could F 
not be convinced by it. It 
In the mean time, I deny that any ſuch errors 
are in the eflay. No doubt, the Arminians will al- 
ledge that ſuch inferences - may be drawn from the 
author's ſcheme, becauſe they have always deduced 
them from Calvin's. Thoſe who eſtabliſh free-will, 
and deny the doctrine of predeſtination, — mult 
neceſſarily deny God's fore-ordination of all things, 
Hence they have always objected againſt Calvin, — 
That he makes God the author of ſin, men mere 
machines, and their actions unblameable and un- 
puniſhable} that he maintains Stoical fate, or re- 
moves God out of the world, makes phy/tcal and no- 
ral neceſſity the ſame, c. G. And the Aſſo- 
ciate Synod are now begun to aſſiſt the Arminians, 
by raiſing the ſame objections againſt Lord Kames's, 
i. e. Calvin's ſcheme. But truth will be too ſtub- 
born for them, as it has been for all before them. 

The ſum then of my principles on the head of 
Liberty and Neceſſity, is compriſed in the follow- 
ing particulars; — which, (as Lord Kames's him- 
ſelf affirms, and ſurely he knows beſt what his 
principles are), contain the principles of the eflay 
alſo. - 1½, That man is a rational creature, en- 
dued with liberty. 2dly, That he is endued with 
a power of beginning motion, and is under no phy- 
ſical neceſſity. ' 3dly, That his liberty conſiſts in 
acting voluntarily, ſpontaneouſly, or according to 
inclination or choice. 4thly, That his will is ne- 
ceſſarily, that is, infallibly and certainly, determi- 
ned by motives; or, in the ſtyle of the . Fe 
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d luitas neceſſario 1 ultimum judicium intri- 
o il -letus practici. Sti, That, conſequently, liberty 
of indifference, or an arbitrary power of acting, a- 
- WW gainſt or without motives, is no part of human 
1 i nature. 6th), That though human actions proceed 
in a fixed train, this is owing to no blind fate, but 
© IF to the predeſtination or decree of God, who is the 
Id YN firſt cauſe of all things 
Since I wrote the above pages, an account of the 


Scots Magazine for September 1763, þ. 525. ; — 
another inſtance of the low arts of detraction, and 
how induſtrious the clergy are to circulate the in- 
famy of one who happens to be the object of their 
reſentment. By that account, I am called before 
the ſynod, and a number of articles of indictment 
xe laid to my charge, many of which were never 


Sch as, 1/2, That I recommended ſeveral erro- 
neous books to my lads,” — a propoſition I defy 


aſt 
*. 
ſo much as mentioned at the ſynod in my hearing. 
re- 
10- 


* encouraged my pupils in a certain modiſh affec- 
© tation in phraſe and accentuation.” I was never 
accuſed of this, nor did I ever pretend to be maſter 
of ſtyle. I always indeed adviſed them to purſue 
an univerſal acquaintance with the ſciences; to ſtu- 
dy to attain the knowledge of men and things, as 
the readieſt method to gain an intelligible, accurate, 
or good ſtyle. Our ſtyle, I alledged, generally 
correſponds to our ideas of things: if we have clear 
and diſtinct ideas, or if we have made ourſelves 
maſters of a ſubject, we need not give ourſelves 
much trouble about the ſtyle, as a very little atten- 
fon will prevent any conſiderable blunders of that 
kind. In ſhort, I always urged them to remember 
that excellent maxim of Horace, in his art of poetry, 


Scribendi rectè, ſapere eſt et principium et fons : 
Ferbaque proviſam rem non invita ſequentur. -- 
| No 


fnod's proceedings in this affair has appeared in the 


all the Aſſociate Synod to prove. 2dly, © T had 


we 


— (or rather mentioned) this book to. How could 
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No doubt this will be reckoned criminal by tho Þ t 
who ſtudy no diſtinct underſtanding of their ſub- Þ ( 
: ject, but reckon themſelves matters of compoſi- 
tion, if they can make our Saviour ſpeak in the 
language of Ariſtotle or Thomas Aquinas, and teach 
him expertneſs' in metaphyſical diſtinctions and i * 
quibbles : but from the deciſion of theſe advocates 
for ignorance, I appeal to the candid and ſenſible 
part of mankind: gdly, According to this ac- 
count, I am accuſed “of encouraging my pupils 
„ in a humour of cenſuring the language and ad- 
„ dreſs of ſome miniſters of the. ſynod.” This l 
never did, nor was I ever accuſed of it before the 
Hynod: though ſome may be ready to think, that 
ſuch a cenſure would have been no crime. — It is 
very odd then, that this account ſhould alledge, that 
I admitted the truth of all theſe articles in general, 
when they were never charged againſt me. But 
this account belies itſelf, ſince when it gives a ſum- 
mary of the articles found proved N me by 
the ſynod, none of the above are named. I am ac- 
cuſed too, of making reflections on Anderſon 8 an- 
Ter to the eſſays ; as if it were no anſwer at all 
but a mean inſ;gnificant work. I now add, that 
it is a work, of all that I have ſeen, the moſt weak, 
rancorous, uncandid, and ſcurrilous : but I do not 
- ſuppoſe that it can be reckoned criminal in any man 
to differ from another in his ſentiments about the 
merit of a book. 

It is alledged alſo, That © I perverted the prin- 
„ ciples of ſome young men, by recommending 
Lord Kames's eſſays to them : for inſtance, Mefl. 
„ Wotherſpoon and Marſhall.” I anſwer, Neither 
of theſe are the two young men I. recommended 
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it then perveft their principles? The young men 
to whom I ſpoke of this book, never read it, at 


leaſt before the ſynod met. Thus it Was pal 


Aare 


- 


that it could pervert their Rn — But how 
often have the clergy forged lies to ſupport a cauſe ! 

It is affirmed alſo in that account, That I faw 
«Mr Wotherſpoon's eſſay before it went to the 
« magazine ; and ſince the publication of it, I had 
( woke of it in an indifferent careleſs manner, as 
« containing neither good nor bad ſentiments.” 
Strange it is, that the opening of one's eyes muſt 
he reckoned criminal! 1 indeed ſa that eſſay when 
was about to be cloſed, and ſent to the magazine; 
but 1 never read it, nor did I ever give my advice 
to publiſh it. Is it credible, then, that men of 
malice inferior to Satan's, could mark that, as an 
article of charge againſt me —— Nor did I ever 
fay that it contained neither good nor bad ſenti- 
ments, I indeed alledged, that I could not find a 
reaſon for charging it with errors in divinity, as it 
did not treat of any article of divinity. And 1 be- 
lieve, no man almoſt, but the members of the ſy- 
nod, ever found errors in that eſſay. But neither 
of theſe articles were ſo much as mentioned to me 
that day, nor marked in the minute of the ground 
of the excommunication, read immediately before 
the pronouncing the ſentence. It is very odd to 
excommunicate a man for reaſons he knows nothi 
of: and it betrays the ſynod's ſenſe of the injuſtice 
of their 3 that they marked any ſuch arti- 
cles in their minutes. mY 

In fine, my conduct is reckoned blameable, in 
proteſting againſt the ſentence, and appealing ta 
the court of heaven. Indeed, had there been any 
higher court in the Seceſſion, no doubt 1 would 
have 1 to it in the firſt place; but as there 
is no fuch court, to whom could I appeal? All 
courts on earth are fallible, and liable to err in their 
deciſions : ſince then I reckoned myſelf injured by 
the Aſſociate Synod, I appealed to the tribunal of 
the great God my ſaviour, from whence none but 
merring deciſions can __ And as "_ 


— 
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faid:to Paul, Haſt thou aß : d to Cefar ? unto 
Ceſar ſhalt thou go *; ſo ſay I, I have appealed to 
the court of heaven, and to it I ſhall go. In this ! 
have imitated Job, who, from the deciſion of his 
friends, made the very ſame appeal. 

I wiſh the ſynod would read the New Teſtament, 
that they may learn to moderate their zeal, ſo as 
to make it conſiſtent with, Chriſtian charity. As no 
religion is pure, that is not at the ſame time peace- 
able and gentle; ſo no zeal is true, ſpiritual, and 
Chriſtian, that is not merciful, charitable, and 
kind, The ſame divinely-inſpired writer, who 
tells us, that it is good to be zealouſly aſfected in a 
good thing f, alſo aſſures us, that if we have not 
ckarity, we are not Chriſtians. What charity he 
meant, he largely deſcribes : Charity ſuffereth long, 
and is kind; charity envieth not; charity vaunt- 
eth not itſelf, is not puffed up, doth not behave 
itſelf. 'unſeemly, ſeeketh not her own, is not caſily 
provoked, thimketh no evil, rejoiceth not in iniqui- 
2 but re joiceth in the truth; beareth all things, 

2lieveth all things, hopeth all things, endureth 
all-thingst, A fine contraſt to the ſynod's cha- 
racer! _ | | 

I ſhall here inſert a quotation from a great au- 
thor, —applicable I think to the caſe of all who 
have ever been impeached at the bar of the ſynod. 
Though the ways of Providence,” ſays he, * are 
** now involved in obſcurity, which is impenetra- 
* ble to human knowledge; and in our broken 
„ view of its all-wiſe proceedings, ſome events 
% have an appearance quite contrary to righteouſ- 
*© neſs; the laſt judgment will ſet theſe ſeeming in- 
*© equalities right, And to them wha endure per- 
* ſecution far conſcience ſake, this is a great ſup- 
“port of patience, that it is, as St Paul ſpeaks ||, 
* a righteous thing with God to recompenſe tri- 
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« hulation to thoſe who trouble them; and to them 
« who are troubled, a final happy reſt, when he 


«ſhall be glorified in the ſalvation of his ſaints, 


« and take vengeance on them who knew not him, 
« nor obeyed his laws. It is often grievous to 
good men, that their characters (which may be 
«numbered among their moſt important intereſts 
6 in this world) ſuffer by wrong human judgment, 
© both in the form of public authority, and pri- 
« yate cenſure. . But there lies an appeal to a ſu- 
« perior righteous tribunal; and with minds ſup- 
ported by a conſciouſneſs of their own ſincerity, 
it may well be accounted a very ſmall thing to 
be judged by men, ſeeing he that finally judgeth 
is the ſupreme, infallible, and juſt Lord. This 
«conſideration, ' however, ſhould prevent the raſh 
« judgments of men; ſhould make them cautious 
in their proceedings, even where they have a 
«right to judge; and reſtrain the liberties they too 
often take of reproaching their neighbours ; e- 
«ſpecially of judging the motives and intentions of 
their hearts, which is God's prerogative; for he 
only will bring to light the hidden things of 
« darkneſs, and make manifeſt the counſels of the 
« heart, that every one may have that praiſe and 
v-recompenſ/e which is juſtiy due to him *. Aber- 
net iy on the Attributes, vol. 2. p. 170. Glaſg. edit. 
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An Eſſay on ExcoMMUNICATION, 
IM preſent ſtate of humanity ſubjects us to 
1 miſtakes of conduct: while we are mortals, 
we ſhall err. This is a truth generally acknow- 
ledged; and yet, in particular inſtances, as gene- 
rally denied. Aſk a man, if he is liable to err in 
all he does? he will readily own it: aſk again, if he 
erred in this or the other particular inſtance of his 
conduct? and he will generally refuſe it. But oſ 
all others, the clergy, in all ages, have been moſt 
guilty in this reſpect. Our Proteſtant clergy, in- 
deed, difavow infallibility; and yet they generally 
act as if they were infallible. They can own they 
are men of like paſſions with others, and yet every 
deciſion of a judicature muſt be as tenaciouſſy ad- 
hered to as the Bible ; nor will they allow: that they 
have erred in any particular inſtance. As pride is 
their predominant paſſion, no wonder if they are 
blind to their own miſtakes; while they are clear to 
the blunders of there. = 
Ihe clergy are eſpecially apt to err in the diſtri- 
bution of cenſure. An immoderate attachment to 
wer, and a fond conceit of their ſuperiority, 
ve always ſtrongly marked their characters: theſe 
muſt always be accompanied with a fondneſs for 
cenſure ; as cenſure affords them the beſt opportu- 
nity for the diſplay of theſe principles, and opens 
the largeſt field for their exertions. In nothing can 
they more fully diſplay their power and ſuperiority 
than in inflicting cenſures upon others. Since this, 
then, has been the weak ſide of the clergy, it is eaſy 
to. ſee, that in this they muſt be moſt liable to err. 
Thus we might reaſon a ff but experience alſo 
affords her aid, and undeniably confirms the fact. 
This keenneſs for cenſure is generally perceived; 


and no wonder, ſince frequently men are made = 
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jets of cenſure, for * other reaſon, but to grati- 

fy the vanity, and diſplay the power of the clergy. 
N. And I believe too, that, upon due conſideration, 
we will find, that their fondneſs for cenſure carries 
them on to inflict ſuch degrees of it, as lie beyond 
the bounds of the authority they have received from 
the Lord. | " | $0.44 

The higher excommunication will, -perhaps, be 

found a proof of what I have aſſerted. It is a fond 
conceit of the clergy, that they are poſſeſſed of the 
ame powers with the Apoſtles; as if the head of 
the church would not accommodate his government 
to her different circumſtances at different times. 
Proteſtants, indeed, allow that the power of work- 
ing miracles is now ceaſed ; and yet, from their u- 
ing the words which the Apoſtle uſed when he in- 
tended to work a miracle, one would be apt to con- 
clude, that they imagine themſelves poſſeſſed of the 
ſame power, and intend to produce the fame ef- 
tet. They alledge, indeed, that by the higher ex- 
communication they do not intend to work a mi- 
racle : they only thereby exclude one from all com- 
munion with the church, in her peculiar privileges 
ri- W or ſealing ordinances; fo that he is no more under 
to che government of Chriſt, the head of the church, 
ty, W but under the dominion of Satan, the gad of this 
ſe WM world. And they imagine that they have a ſuffi- 
or tient warrant for this cenſure from 1 Cor. v. 3. 4. 5: 
u- for / verily, as abſent in body, but preſent in 
ns ſpirit, have judged, &c. that ye thould deliver ſuch 
an WW an one unto Satan, for the deſtruction of the fleſh, 
ty that the ſpirit may be ſaved in the day of the 
is, W Lord Jeſus. But if we attentively conſider theſe 
ily I verſes, I hope we will find, that they were not uſed 
r. hen an excluſion from the church in her ſealing 
ſo I ordinances was only intended, but that a miracle 
T. alſo was produced upon the offender's. body; and 
in 00 ik will follow, that the clergy now have no war- 


b- I rant to uſe any ſuch expreſſions in their ** | 
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This I judge plain from ver. 4.; where the A. 
ara orders the Corinthians to pronounce this 
ſentence againſt the inceſtuous perſon, when they 
were aſſembled, with his ſpirit, and the power of 
the Lord Feſus. Now, the Corinthians had ſure- 
ly experienced the ordinary operations of the Spirit, 
in common with all ſaints; therefore the Apoſtle 
could not, with any propriety, call the Holy Spirit, 
with regard to theſe influences, by the name — my 
ſpirit. If this phraſe, then, has any meaning, it 
muſt ſurely intend the miraculous influences of the 
Spirit. In this reſpect, the Holy Spirit could not be 
called the ſpirit of the Corinthians; becauſe al- 
though the Spirit wrought miracles on the minds 
of many of them, by giving them the gift of 
tongues, G.; yet we do not read of their recei- 
ving a power to work miracles. In this ſenſe he 
was properly the Apoſtle's ſpirit. In this verſe, 
then, the Apoſtle ſeems to aſſure them, that when 
they pronounced theſe words, a miracle ſhould be 
wrought upon the guilty perſon, by virtue of his 

Spirit, or by the miraculous energy of the Spirit. 

It is almoſt needleſs to take notice of an inte 

tation of this phraſe given by ſome, who alledge 
that by the Spirit here mentioned the Apoſtle in- 
tends his letter. If we be allowed to explain ſcrip- 
ture after this manner, we may make it bear any 
meaning we pleaſe. Beſides, this ſenſe ſuppoſes 
that they had no right to excommunicate that man 
until they received the Apoſtle's letter; whereas it 
is clear from the context, that the Apoſtle is offend- 
ed at them, becauſe they had not given ſentence a- 
gainſt him before. I believe, indeed, that it was 
only by his letter that they had any authority to 
pronounce theſe words, We deliver you over to Sa- 
tan, &c.; but it was not the letter that gave them 
a right to excommunicate him. | | 
It may be aſked, What the miracle was which at- 
tended the pronouncing of theſe words? 1 m———_ 
t 
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It appears to have been the infliction of ſome bodily 
pains and diſeaſes, in which Satan acted as the in- 
trument of divine juſtice, by chaſtiſing and tor- 
menting his body for the ſhameful indulgence of 
its laſcivious appetites and deſires. In this ſenſe 
Job was delivered to Satan by God, who allowed 
this adverſary of man to invent every. method he 
pleaſed for the deſtruction of his fleſh, provided he 
hould fave his life. 
Some think (as I ſaid before) that as Satan is con- 
ſdered as the head of thoſe who are not under Chriſt 
3 their head, i. e. in the church of Chriſt, every 
one who is cut off from the church, mult of courſe 
be delivered over to Satan. But that this phraſe 
muſt rather be explained as referring to bodily 
chaſtiſements, will be plain if we conſider the ends 
for which the offender was thus delivered to Satan. 
/t, He was delivered, &c. for the deſtruction of 
his fleſh. . By fleſh, in ſcripture, two things are 
meant; —either the body itſelf, or the corrupt 
principles of our nature, generally called the lower 
appetites and paſſions, which have their ſeat in the 
body, or fleſh, and excite us to purſue carnal indul- 
gences and gratifications; whence they are fitly 
called fleſh. But that fleſh in this verſe is not taken 
in the latter ſenſe, — to denote the fleſhly principle, 
is plain; becauſe in this ſenſe it could not be oppo- 
4 to the ſpirit. Spirit, in ſcripture, either ſigni- 
ſes the ſoul of man, or that part of our nature 
which is graciouſly renewed by the Holy Spirit. 
When the /pirit denotes the ſoul, fleſh muſt denote 
the body, et e contra; and if the term pirit ſigni- 
hes the renewed part of our nature, or the princi- 
ples of grace, then fleſh muſt denote the ſinful part 
of our nature, or the fleſbly principles, et ò contra, 
otherwiſe we can have no general rule for the ex- 
plication of ſcripture-phraſes at, all. Now, it is 
clear to every one, that by ſpirit here mult be 
t; | | | meant 
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meant the ſoul, RY Vol not make common 
ſenſe to ſay. that his grace might be faved,” Cc. 
If the ſoul is here meant by the word ſhirt, geen 
muſt denote the body itſelf, according to the fore- 
going rule; and ſo by the phraſe, — the deſtruction 
the fleſh, we muſt underſtand ſome bodily cha. 
iſement or torment inflicted on the offender by Sa- 
tan, as the dreadful executioner of the divine ju- 
ſtice, — by which the powers of his animal nature 
were emaciated and enfeebled, or in a ſenſe deſtroy. 
ed ; -a puniſhment due to them for their lawleſ 
purſuit forbidden pleaſure. 
Moreover, when a perſon was delivered over to 
Satan, it was ſurely that Satan might exerciſe ſome 
power or authority over that perſon which he 
could not have done while the perſon was a church- 
member; otherwiſe the ſentence was vain. This 
| wer behoved to be exerciſed either in the ſoul or 
the body of the offender : but it is extremely im- 
probable, that Satan would employ his power for 
the de ſtruction of ſin in the ſoul, as fin is the moſt 
important engine of his government in the world, 
It would ſurely then be to the laſt degree ridicu- 
lous, to deliver a perſon to Satan for the deſtruction 
of fin. It remains, then, that Satan had only a 
power granted him to exerciſe his dominion, to a 
certain degree, over the body of the perſon : and 
in fact we have a great variety of inſtances of his 
readineſs to undertake this office, in the hiftory of 
Chriſt and his apoſtles. _ 
The Jews ſeem to have underſtood the phraſe in 
this laſt ſenſe ; for it is well known, that the in- 
fliction of certain bodily maladies was by them a- 
ſcribed to Satan : which notion they ſeem to have 
taken from the cafe of Saul, (1 Sam. xvi, 14.), and 
that of Job, who was in this ſenſe delivered to Sa- 
tan. Our Lord himſelf too ſeems to confirm this 
opinion, as is evident from Luke xiii. 16. where he 
tells the ruler of the ſynagoge, that the woman 
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Who is faid (ver. 11.) to have a ſpirit of infirmi- 
ty, was bound by Satan. 3 | 

I know it will be objected, “ That if this was the 
4 end of the cenſure, then it was not gained when 
c the offender was reſtored to the church, as his 
4 body was not deſtroyed.“ But this objection is 
bf equal force againſt the other explication, ſince 
jt mult be allowed, that, up his admiſſlon to the 
church, his fin was not utterly deſtroyed. Thus in 
either ſenſe a deſtruction in part can only be intend- 
ed; and it is ſurely more probable, that it denotes, 
that the powers of his body were ſo difabled as tb 
be incapable of the due performiance of their reſpec- 
tive functions, until, alarmed by ſufferings of fo 
extraordinary and formidable a nature, he was 
brought to true repentance and humiliation. © / 
It has been alſo objected, “ That the goſpel is 
&*.calculated for driving Satan from his poſſeſſion of 
“ men, and not for giving him new power over 
„ them.“ This objection will appear of. no force, 
Y we conſider, that in the early ages of Chriſtianity, 
it was nece ſſary for its propagation that a number of 
miracles ſhould be wrought, as ſenſible proofs of 
its divine original, or that it was a religion come 
from God: Accordingly it will be allowed; that for 
this end dæmons were permitted to take poſſeſſion 
of the bodies of mien, that Chriſt and his apoſtles 
might have an opportunity of proving their divine 
miſſion by diſpoſſeſſing them. Nor does this argue 
any cruelty in God, ſince, as our ſovereign Lord, he 
is free to diſpoſe of us as he ſees neceſſary for the 
— of his moral government. And even in 
love and goodneſs he may afflict the bodies of men 
when he intends thereby their ſalvation, and to con- 
firm the truth of religion, — the two happy ends 
gained by permitting dæmons to inflict ſuch ſæve- 
rities upon the bodies of men. Since then, for the 
fake of the goſpel, mens bodies were affiicted, yea 


poſſeſſed by Satan; it can be no obig Hon. again 


our 


our explication of this = that it gives Satan a 
certain power over the offender's body. It is here 
to be obſerved, that I do not imagine that Satan 
poſſefled the man's body, as this could have been 
no means of his repentance, ſince it would have 
deprived him of the uſe of his reaſon ; I only ſup- 
poſe, that this adverſary tormented his body in a 
manner analogous to that in which he afflicted Job, 
which is entirely conſiſtent with the moſt rational 
exerciſe of the powers of his mind. | 

Nor need tt be alledged, that this puniſhment is 
too heavy, and inadequate to the offence. The 
death of Ananias and his wife was ſurely a more 
grievous puniſhment ; and yet it was inflicted upon 
them for what we are apt to reckon a leſs heinous 
crime. | foes 
'2dly, He was delivered to Satan, for the ſalvation 
of his ſoul, or that his ſpirit might be faved in 
the day of the Lord. that is, this puniſhment was 
intended as a mean of his ſalvation, by making him 
think with abhorrence on his guilt, as the inſtru- 
ment of his calamities,—the readieſt way to repent- 
ance, and to ſeek a reſtoration to the church. 
Nov, if we conſider who was the object of this 
cenſure, a perſon, viz. of a moſt abandoned cha- 
rater, who had been guilty of a kind of lewdneſs 
unknown to the very Heathens ; I ſay, if we attend 
to this circumſtance, we will be apt to think, that 
a ſentence of excluſion from the church in her pe- 
culiar privileges, would have had little or no in- 
| fluence on the repentance or ſalvation of the offend- 

er; but that the infliction of ſome viſible bodily pu- 

niſhment was a mean far more probable to produce 
this effect. It was ſurely likewiſe better calculate 
to beget an awe and reverence for the Chriſtian re- 
tigion in the minds of others, and to eſtabliſh the 
Apoſtle's authority, as an ambaſſador of God. 

That ſuch a puniſhment was applied in this caſe, 


- will appear more probable if we conſider the _ 
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 Hymeneus n who were delivered 
ver to Satan, ſor this end, that they might learn 
not to blaſhheme, 1 Tim. i. 20. Theſe two had 
been members of the church of Epheſus, and had 
once profeſſed a great regard to the goſpel, bur 
were now turned apoſtates from Chriſtianity, and 
behaved in a very outrageous manner towards the 
church there, — blaſpheming the truths of Chriſt, 
and reviling his faithful ſervants. This conduct de- 
termined the Apoſtle to deliver them to Satan, that 
ſo they might either be reclaimed, or at leaſt ceaſe 
from diſturbing the church. But is it in the leaſt 
probable, that by delivering them to Satan the A- 
poſtle meant no more, than to rank them among 
the men of the world, or the Heathens, by exclu- 
ding them from the church? Would ever men 
who had left the church, diſregarded her members, 
yea blaſphemed the name of Chriſt, and the doctrines 
of the goſpel; would men, I fay, of ſuch a cha- 
m&ter have in the leaſt regarded a cenſure of this 
kind? They had ſhut out themſelves from the 
church, and ſo could never be affected by a ſentence 
of excluſion from the church. It is then far more 
probable, that the Apoſtle, by virtue of that ex- 
traordinary apoſtolic power wherewith God had 
inveſted him for ſuch purpoſes, delivered them to 
Satan, that he might inflict upon them certain bo- 
dily pains and evils, that ſo they might learn, by 
what they ſuffered in their afflicted and diſeaſed bo- 
dies, not to blaſpheme, or to utter ſuch profane, 
ſcurrilous, and abuſive language, as they had for- 
merly uſed, when ſpeaking of the truths and ſervants 
of Chriſt. . 5 

From the above detail it is clear, that the church, 
i. e. a congregation, only has a power from Chriſt 
to exclude perſons from the church, or to uſe what 
is called by ſome the leſſer excommunication. The 
church at Corinth, not miniſters aſſembled from 
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ſentence againſt the inceffuous perſon: "Hd We ne. 
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ver read in all the New Teſtament of any meeting 


of the clergy calling any to their bar, to paſs, any 
cenſure whatever: againſt him. It is alſo clear, that 
the Apaſtles only had a power to deliver men over 
to Satan, as it was miraculous ; for Paul, not the 
church, delivered Hymeneus and Alexander to Sa- 
tan: and although he employed the church of Co- 
rinth to pronounce this ſentence againſt the offend- 
er there ; yet it was only with his ſpirit they could 
do ſo, to ſhew them that this power belonged only 
to him. No ſuch expreſſions, therefore, ought now 
to be uſed, as miracles are ceaſed ; nor can there be 
any difference between the greater and leſſer excom- 
munication, or there is but only one kind of it, viz. 
the leſſer. 
This. will fur cher appear from this argument, 
viz. The higher ſentence has no effect different 
from the lower. If they were different, they be- 
hoved to have different eſſects; but experience ſhews 
us they have none. When we now deliver perſons 
to Satan, we only exclude them ſram ſealing ordi- 
nances, and not from hearing the word preached, 
as the word is to be preached to every creature : 
but the very ſame efic& is produced by the leſſer 
ſentence; and conſequently there is no difference 
between them. Different, indeed, they were in 
the Apoſtles days, as I have ſhewn already : but we 
all know no ſuch eſſect follows the higher excom- 
munication now. It is comfortable, then, that ſo 
21any Chriſtians haye at laſt ſeen the vanity of ſuch 
3 cent ure, and have diſcontinued the uſe of it. 
Upon the whole, then, I think it is proved, that 
the iufliction of this: cenſure was miraculous, and 
ſo the property of the Apoſtles only. Since the 
power of working miracles is no more in the church, 


we may indeed utter theſe words, — Me deliver you . 


{0 Satan; but we can no more in reality deliver 
any man over to Satan, than we can ſay to a blind 
man, 
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man, Receive your 725 or ta a lame man, Niſe 
and walk. If we have no warrant in any caſe ta 
uſe the latter expreſſions, we have none in any caſe 
to ule the former. Our Lord's rule is the only 
ating rule for excommunication in the church, 
Matth. xviii. 15. 16. 17. If an offending brother 
neglect to hear the church, he is to be as an Hea- 
then, and a hublican. This the church makes him 
by the /efJer ſentence. No church- member ought 
to deal barbarouſly with a Heathen. or to uſe him 
uncivilly : on the contrary, he is bound by every tie 
of humanity to uſe him as a fellow-creature, poſſeſſ- 
ed of the (ame common nature with himſelf, and 
ſo intitled to kind uſage. He ought alſo to uſe e- 
very effort to bring him to hear the gaſpel, to em- 
brace the Chriſtian religion, and ſo join the church 
in her ſealing ordinances. Every one, then, under 
the leſſer excommunication, is on a level with an 
Heathen; and conſequently our Lord's rule can be 
no warrant for uſing an higher excommunication. 

But the clergy are not only miſtaken about the 
degree of cenſure to be inflicted, but alſo about 
the objects of cenſure; eſpecially the objects of ex- 
communication. It is very certain, that no differ- 
ence of judgment about things which are not eſ- 
ſential, or are not articles of faith, can ever be a 
ſuſhcient warrant for excommunication. If we 
were all of one mind about every thing, and had no 
difierences of judgment among us, — then there 
could be no room for mutual forbearance. t we 

ta 


ſeldom ſee any caſt out from the church, but m 
ly on account of a difference in judgment ab#u 
thing, perhaps which very little concerns either 
party; yea, ſometimes about a. matter of mere 
words, when they only difier about the manner of 
expreſſing the ſame truth. This is ſurely to uſe a 
cenſure of Chriſt's houſe, ſo as to abuſe it: and no- 
thing but the before mentioned principles, — pride, 
ambition, lift of power and dominion, could ever 
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mcite chem to ſuch a conduct. The ſcripture very 
clearly aſcertains the objects of this cenſure. Ac- 
cording to the rules there laid down, none are to 

be excommunicated, but either ſcandalous perſons, 
or blaſphemers of the truths and ſervants of Chriſt. 
We have a liſt of the objects of excommunication, 
1 Cor. v. 11. and 1 Tim. 1. 20. ; yet although they 
mould be guilty of theſe crimes, they are not to be 
caſt out, unleſs they add obſtinacy to all the reſt: 
Matth. xviii. 15. 16. 17.— If he neglect to hear the 
church, let him be to thee as an heathen man and 
a publican. One would wonder, then, how the 
clergy are ſo much miſtaken in this point. 
None, among all the different ſects of Proteſtant 
Chriſtians, err ſo wide in this article as the clergy 
of the Seceſſion. Strange it is to ſee their attach- 
ment to the work of excommunication, as if the 
principal buſineſs of Chriſtians conſiſted in anathe- 
matizing one another! Never do theſe ſons of ex- 
communication ſeem more happy, than when they 
can find, or rather create, the {malleſt reaſons for 
delivering their brethren to Satan, although they have 
no ſuch power from the head of the church. Stran- 
ger is it ſtill, that they have excommunicated, and 
are ſtill proceeding to excommunicate, {g, many of 
their brethren, as great Chriſtians as C 
for nothing but a difference in judgnFnt, about 
thiyß ey are not at all intereſted in; while they 
ul. their charge neither any thing ſcandalous, 
124 aug erroneous. One would think they 
tired of ſuch diſagreeable work. But, a- 
81 


at influence has habit on our temper and 


practice] Can the Ethiopian change his Shin, or the 
leopard his ſhots * Then may they that are accu- 
ſtomed to do evil, learn to do well. The ſoldier 
inured to war, becomes fond of every opportunity 
to diſplay his military ſkill. Hence 
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— ill proceed 
The work of death, and ſtill the battle bleeds. 
Such inſtances of blind fury and zeal might have 
happened in unpoliſhed ages, when 1gnorance and 
harbarity went hand in hand: but that ſuch ſhould 
happen in an age which boaſts of its refinements 
both in religion and manners, could ſcarce be cre- 
dited, did not experience confirm. it. Theſe ſhould 
be teſtified againſt with all the warmth a Chriſtian 
can with decency expreſs. Theſe ſhew us what 
party-prejudices can do, and how far bigotry and 
enthuſiaſtic rage can carry men. Thele ſhew us 
what horrid actions can be done under a pretence of 
zeal for religion, and the cauſe of truth. Theſe 
ſhould make all candidates for the miniſtry purſue 
learning, or juſt ſentiments of things, eſpecially. of 
the amiable doctrines of Chriſtianity, ſince igno- 
rance and - barbarity are inſeparable companions, 
provided ignorance be in power. Ages of igne- 
rance have always been ages ſtained with cruelty : 
which thought may readily ſuggeſt the reaſon why 
the Seceding clergy are more barbarous than others, 
viz. they are in general more ignorant than the 
dergy of any other denomination. Some have 
ſcarce got any learning, others have got that which 
obtained in barbarous ages, and all have been taught 
from their youth rather to hate than to 10 
kind, and to entertain ſuſpicions of all, {a 
ſew of their own opinion. In fine, theſe l 
hould teach all to ſeek the ſpirit of the 
ſus, as this is the belt; antidote againſt an e 
municating ſpirit. This will teach us to have mu- 
tual kind. affections one towards another, in bro- 
therly love, and in honour to prefer one another. 
This will learn us to have love without difjirmmla- 
tion, and to follow peace with all men; to have 
compaſſion one of another ; to love as brethren ; 
to be pitiful and courteors ; to lay aſide all _ 
neſs, 
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neſs, wrath, anger, clamour, and evil ſpeaking, 
with all malice ; and to be kind one to another, 
tender-hearted, forgiving one another, even a; 
God for Chriſt's ſake hath forgiven us. 
In fine, how vain is it for men to paſs antiſcrip- 
tural cenſures, -and then to pray for a bleſſing on 
their procedure, and lament that the bleſſing is not 
given! Notwithſtanding the abſurdity of the ſen- 
tence paſſed againit their brethren in the affair of 
the burge/s-oath, yet the Aſſociate Synod (to ren- 
der themſelves more ridiculous) exhorts people to 
pray for a bleſſing on that cenſure, and appoints its 
want of. ſucceſs as matter of humiliation ! But 
can we reaſonably expect a bleſſing on a cenſure of 
human invention, inflicted to gratify perſonal pre- 
judice, bigotry, and fury? Have any aſſemblies of 
men under heaven the bolts of omnipotence to 
lanch at their pleaſure ; or have they any reaſon 
to expect, that God will add a ſanction to their un- 
Tighteous decrees, by pouring his vengeance upon 
the objects of their reſentment ? Far from it: The 
'God of all the earth will do right. He will call all 
men to an account for their deciſions, and will ren- 
der tribulation to them who have ſo far abuſed his 
name, as under its ſanction to paſs uncharitable 
cenſures on their brethren, and thus to make it a 
cloak of maliciouſneſs. May this uncharitable 
ſpixit decay every day, and the Chriſtian ſpirit uni- 
ve prevail! May that day haſten, when Chri- 
A pall be joined, though not in opinions, yet 
eart! when they ſhall ſo far underſtand the 
peaceable: genius of Chriſtianity, as to beat tlieir 
Swords into plow-ſhares, and their ſpears into pru- 
ning hoo. to convert the inſtruments of cruel- 
ty into inſtruments of induſtry, by uſing that zeal 
they employed for their mutual deſtruction, for 
romoting true religion and mutual. edification in 
love; then nation (party of Chriſtians) fell not 
lift up ſword (anathemas and invectives) ag, 


nation, 
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aation, nor ſhall they learn (religious) war any 
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| earneſtly wiſh that Chriſtians of all denomina- 
tions would remember the neceſſity of love and 
mutual forbearance. The New Teſtament gives us 
no ground to hope, that a perfect harmony in ſpe- 
culative principles, and the circumſtantials of re- 
ligion, ſhall ever univerſally prevail among men. 
As men are poſſeſſed of very diflerent degrees of 
underitanding, and receive a very varied education; 
as they neither have all the ſame abilities, nor the 
fame opportunities of purſuing their inquiries into 
things to any conſiderable length, — they cannot be 
expected to have preciſely the ſame views and ſen- 
timents of things. So long then as the race of 
manking is continued upon earth, differences: of 
judgment muſt neceſſarily obtain. Many ſuch dif- 
ferences prevailed among the primitive Chriſtians 
in the apoſtolic age, and many ſuch ſtill prevail. 
Theſe, however, inſtead of giving any. occaſion for 
ſtrife and ill luumour, afford us the beſt opportuni- 
ty for the diſplay of mutual forbearance and cha- 
rity. In this view the apoſtles conſidered them; 
and hence they would by no means tolerate that 
party-ſpirit which began ſo early to appear in the 
Chriſtian world. Thus, for inſtance, when Peter 
gave countenance to ſuch a ſpirit in the church of 
Antioch, where the Zewiſh and Gentile Chriſtians 
were divided about the obſervation of the Moſaic 
inſtitutions, Paul, indeed, demonſtrates the aboli- 
tion. of the ceremonial law, but at the ſame time 
he inveighed againſt Peter's practice in fomenting 
aſpirit of diſcord on that account #. This does not 
at all favour our countenancing any thing that is 
evil, our going into any opinion without convic- 
tion, or our joining in communion with any ſocie- 
ty of Chriſtians, in oppoſition to the light of our 
own mind: it only ſhews us, that differences of 
Gal. ii. 11.—14. | 
F judgment 


— * wo is $ importance, can 
never afford a reaſon for malevolence and hatred, 
and that we 'ought to forbear one another -in love, 
as an uniformity of ſentiments is impraQticai le; 

and every man is to bear his own burden at laſt, or 
to be Judged according to his works. We ſhould 

pr conſider, that others differ as far from us, as 

we do from them ; and, therefore, if their differ- 
ing from us gives us a liberty to indulge bitterne/ 
and wrath againſt others, our diftering from them 
affords them the ſame liberty. Let us then that 
have believed in God, be careful not to obſerve e- 
very mote in our brother s eye, but to maintain 
good works, and not to place religion in blind zeal 
and rage againſt our brethren, but to conſider that 
it conſiſts in the diſpoſitions of the heart. For the 
kingdom of God conſiſts not in meats and drinks, 
or in any external ceremonies and circumſtances, 
Hut in righteouſneſs, and peace, and Joy in the 
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